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Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 



-The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 

REPLY FILED 08 January 2004 FAILS TO PLACE THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE. 
Therefore, further action by the applicant is required to avoid abandonment of this application. A proper reply to 

final rejection under 37 CFR 1.113 may only be either: (1) a timely filed ai 1 « .<-_.:-_ 

condition for allowance; (2) a timely filed Notice of Appeal (w : " ' '— 

Examination (RCE) in compliance with 37 CFR 1.114. 

PERIOD FOR REPLY [check either a) or b)] 



filed, may reduce any earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

1 .□ A Notice of Appeal was filed on . Appellant's Brief must be filed within the period set forth in 

37 CFR 1.192(a), or any extension thereof (37 CFR 1.191(d)), to avoid dismissal of the appeal. 
2.[X] The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 

(a) [X] they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 

(b) □ they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below); 

(c) □ they are not deemed to place the application in better form for appeal by materially reducing or simplifying tr 

issues for appeal; and/or 

(d) □ they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 

NOTE: See Continuation Sheet . 
3-D Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): . 

4.n Newly proposed or amended claim(s) would be allowable if submitted in a separate, timely filed amendmer 

canceling the non-allowable claim(s). 

>een considered but does NOT place the 

on Sheet. 

6. Q The affidavit or exhibit will NOT be considered because it is not directed SOLELY to issues which were newly 
id by the Examiner in the final rejection. 

7. [>3 For purposes of Appeal, the proposed amendment(s) a)[>3 will not be entered or b)Q will be entered and an 
explanation of how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended. 

Claim(s) allowed: . 

Claim(s) objected to: 16-29 . 
Claim(s) rejected: 16-29 . 



a.Q The drawing correction filed on is a)D approved or b)D disapproved by th 

9Q Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s)( PTO-1449) Paper No(s). 



Continuation.Sheet (PTOL-303) 



Application No. 009/963,527 



Continuation of 2. NOTE: (1 ) In view of applicants' remarks on page 1 1 in response to the rejection under the second paragraph of 
U.S.C. 1 12, it is still not clear how an accuracy of the "base pattern" could be matched or compared to that of the overlying resist unless 

"base film" has yet been claimed (this comparison still lacks antecedent basis). (2) Also, in response to the previous rejection under this 
section of claim 1 8 (bridging pages 5-6 of the last Office action) interpreting the phrase "the measured data of the base film" to mean --the 
reflection ratio and the film thickness of the base film- (based on step (d) of claim 1 6, on which claim 1 8 depends), claim 1 8 was amended 
for this phrase to read -the measured data of the thickness of the resist film-. This amendment is different from the previous 

amendement in line 1 8 of step (e) found on page 5, adding the term "etc." to the list of coefficients that represent the degrees of 
contribution to the resist thickness. (4) Currently amended claim 20 is an incomplete sentence ending with "...exposing portion and the.". 
(5) The dependency of claim 28 has been currently amended from claim 21 to claim 22 and it is not clear why this change was not 



Continuation of 5. does NOT place the application in condition for allowance because: (6) the amendements have non been entered for 
the reasons discussed, (7) formal rejections still remain and new ones would be necessitated by current amendments as noted above, (8) 
new claim 30 has been added, but lacks the previously indicated allowable limitations of the formula in previous claim 24, which has now 
been cancelled. Therefore, at least claim 30 requires further consideration on the merits. 
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